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Application No. 

09/842,533 


Applicant(s) 

WINNETT, STEVEN 


Examiner 

Ahshik Kim 


Art Unit 

2876 





; All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 
(lYAhstiik Kim . ^ 
(2) Mr: Douglas Hamilton ^ 
Date of Interview: 28 April 2004 . 

Type: a)KI Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

: c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes eM No 
; If Yes, brief description: __. 

Claim(s) discussed: 6 and 13 . 

identification of prior art discussed: None . 

,A^^ g)D was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

^tl^i^^ 1 ^!,?^^ 0 THE ^ 0FRCE ACTI0N MUST 'NCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE ' 

Summary of Record'of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attache7sheet INTERVIEW. See 
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Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of r^h 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 



b3Sed °" the ^tten record in the Office if that record is itse, 

Which bear directly on the question of patentability r espons,b,l,ty to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview ^^^^^^ZlS^ ESr^ 3 ^ 0 '^ * ^cussed during the 
' requirements for which inteMew^ecordation^ 

; ; .The Form provides for recordation of the following informa ton: 

- . Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 
■;- ' Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

-; Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participants) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 
; . ~ A" indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

l) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an' identification of the specific prior art discussed 

: 4) SS^ 

■ ' - 5) a ""^iSfTSSSS^"^ ' ;, ^ 1 ? ra, th "™ 8t ^ *» princijirt arguments presented to the eicatnlner ' 

■(*''' 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement^ •■*»? send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 

paper recording the substance of theSw afon^KeS *™ ^ ,ndta ** « w R "°* OK" on the . 
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